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ADMINISTRATION— 
See Inland Revenue, 2; Married Woman, 1 


ADMIRALTY— 

1. Jurisdiction—Necessaries supplied to foreign ship in foreign 
port—Action in rem—Admiralty Gourt Act, 1840 (3 & 4 Vict. c. 
65), s. 6—Admiralty Court Act, 1861 (24 & 25 Vict. c. 10), s. 5.— 
Mecca,” The, Cory v. ‘‘ Mecca” (Owners of), APP., W.R. 209 

2. Limitation of liability—Collision between yachts—Damage— 
Contract—Merchant Shipping Act, 1862, s, 54.-—‘‘ Satanita,” The, 
apP., §.J. 380 

3. Practice—Costs of appeal—Salvage action—Amount of salvage 
reduced on appeal.—‘‘ Gipsy Queen,”’ The, aPr., 8.J. 344; W.R. 359 


ADULTERATION— 

Margarine—Sale without proper label or wrapper—Prosecution 
—Analysis of the substance scld_—Condition precedent—Sale of 
Food and Drugs Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 63), ss. 12-28— 
Margarine Act, 1887 (50 & 51 Vict. c. 29), ss. 6, 12.—Smart v. 
Watts, 2.B.D., W.R. 379 


ARBITRATION— 
1. Award—Form of award—Jurisdiction of arbitrator.—Crow 
and Waterhouse Arbitration, Re, 9.B.D., §.J. 233 
2. Staying proceedings—Submission—‘‘ Step in the proceed- 
ings’’—Summons for time to deliver defence—Arbitration Act, 
1 (52 & 53 Vict. c. 49), s. 4.—Bartlett v. Ford’s Hotel Co., aPP., 
J. 414 


BANKER— 





Letter of credit—Bill of exchange—Negotiation of bills with | 
bank—Knowledge of terms of letter of credit.—Chartered Bank of | 


India, &c. v. Macfadyen & Co., Q.B.D., 8.3. 365; W.R. 397 
BANKRUPTCY— | 


1. Act of bankruptcy—Computation of time—Bankruptcy Act, 


1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 71), s. 1.—North, Re, Hasluck & Warner, 
Ex parte, BKoY., §.J, 348 

2. Adjudication —Adjournment — Discretion — Bankruptcy Act, 
1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), s. 20, sub-section 1; s. 105, sub-section 
2.—Thurlow (Lord), Re, Oficial Receiver, Ea parte, aPp., 8.3. 366; 
W.R, 403 

3. Bankruptcy notice—‘ Final judgment”—Order of Bank- 
ruptcy Court setting aside deed—Order for payment of costs— 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), s. 4, sub-section 1 (g).—- 
Official Receiver, Ex parte, apr., §.J. 297; W.R, 305 

4. Bankruptcy notice—Irregularity—No substantial injustice— 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), s. 4, sub-section | (9). 
—Low, Re, Gibson, Ex parte, arv., §.J. 348; W.R. 405 

5. Bankruptcy notice issued against a widow upon a pamgroat 
obtained against her separate property during coverture— - 
ruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c, 52), s. 4, sub-section 1 (g)— 
Bankruptcy Rules, 1886, r. 136—Appendix, Form No. 6.—Hewitt, 
Re, Levene, Ex parte, Q.B.D., W.R. 237 

6. Charging order on fund in court—Protected transaction— 
‘* Dealing or transaction” with bankrupt—Bankruptcy Act, 1883 
(46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), ss. 45, 49 (d).—O’ Shea, Re, Courage v. O’ Shea, 
App., W.R, 232 

7. Company—Petition by liquidator of a limited company— 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), s. 4 Boman | 
Act, 1890 (63 & 54 Vict. c. 71), s. 1—Companies (Winding-up) Act, 
1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 63), s. 10(i.)}—Companies (Winding-up) Act, 
1893 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 58), s. 1—Bankruptcy notice containing 
two judgments.— Bassett, Re, Lewis, Ex parte, BKCY., 8.J. 399 

8. Deed of assignment—Right of trustee of deed to remunera- 
tion.— Foster, Re, Official Receiver and Byrne, Ex parte, Bkcy., 8.J. 
349 

9. Discharge—Misdemeanonr or felony connected with the bank- 
ruptey—Bankruptcy Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 71), 8. 8 (2).— 
Hedley, Re, Board of Trade, Ex parte, BKcY., 8,.J, 428 


10. Judgment debt— Power of court to inquire into consideration 
for ot fT, ae for receiving order—Compromise, reason- 
ableness of—Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), s. 7, sub- 


section 3.—Hawkins, Re, T'roup, Ex parte, ary., WLR. 306 








11. Practice—Secured creditor—Valuation of security—Notice to 
trustee to elect to Th eee Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 


52), Schedule 2, rr. 11, 12.—Smith, 
8.J. 349; W.R. 413 
12. Trustee — Duties of — Trustee giving indemnity without 
authority of Board of Trade— Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. 
c. 52), ss. 74, 75.—Board of Ti v. Provident Clerks’, &c., 
Association, Q.B.D., §.J. 428 
See also Married Woman, 1, 2; Settlement, 2. 


Fletcher v. Brandon, BKCY., 


BETTING— 


See Gaming, 1 


BILL of EXCHANGE— 


cienpNegiigse eg Liebinty at aeaien ter, coment 

tam egligence— —Liability of acceptor for amoun 

of altered bill--Bills of Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. o. 61), 

8. 64, sub-section 1.—Scholfield vy. Londesborough, apr., W.R. 331 
See also Banker 


BILL of SALE— 


1, Assignment for the benefit of creditors—Registration—Time 
limit for assenting to deed—Notice—Bills of Sale Act, 1878 (41 & 
42 Vict. c. 31), s. 4.—Hadley v. Beedom, Q.B.D., W.R. 218 

2. Registration—Statutory form — Assignment of chattel and 
hire-purchase agreement in one instrument—Bills of Sale Act, 1878 

41 & 42 Vict. c. 31), ss. 4, 8—Bills of Sale Act, 1882 (45 & 46 

ict. c. 43), s. 9.—Isaacson, Re, Mason, Ex parte, arr., W.R. 278 


BUILDING SOCIETY— 


1. Instrument of dissolution—Priority of members—Liability of 
advanced members—Power to vary—Building Societies Act, 1874 
(37 & 38 Vict. ¢. 42), s. 32—Building Societies Act, 1894 (57 & 58 
Vict. c. 47), 8. 10.—Kemp v. Wright, arr., WR, 213 

2. Withdrawing members—Priority of payment— Rule of society 
—Construction. — Botten v. City and Suburban Building Society, 
App., §.J. 246 

See also Company, 1 


BUSINESS— 


See Company, 7 


CHARITY— 


1. Action to obtain possession and enjoyment—Scholarship— 
Consent of Charity Commissioners—Stay of proceedings—Charit- 
able Trusts Act, 1853 (16 & 17 Vict. c, 137), s. 17.—Rooke v. 
Dawson, CH.D. CHITTY, J., §.J. 232; W.R, 313 ; 

2. Endowment — Charity Commissioners—Acoounts—Charit- 
able Trusts Act, 1853 and 1855 (16 & 17 Vict. c. 137 and 
18 & 19 Vict. c. 124).—Gilchrist’s Trusts, Re, CH.D. KEKEWICH, 
J., W.R. 234 

3. Mortmain—Interest in land—Metropolitan stock.—Copland, 
Re, Mitchell v. Bain, CH.D. NORTH, J., §.J, 396 

4, Will—Charitable ge wane in scheme of the charity 
rf oe Belen aes Wilkes, Re, Bower v. Goodman, CH.D. STIRLING, 
J., S.J. 298 


5. Will—Gift of ponerse, Maes and personal estate to charity 
subject to life interests —Mortmain and Charitable Uses Act, 
1888 (51 & 52 Vict. , 42), s. 4 (1) (2) (3) (6) — Mortesain and 
Charitable Uses Act, 1891' (54 & 55 Vict. c. 73), s. 5.— Hume, 
Re, Forbes v. Hume, aPr., W.R. 291 

See also Friendly Society, 2 


cOMPANY— 


1, Building iety — Unregistered company — Winding-u 
and vesting orders made without urisdichon — Vendor pe 
urchaser—Sale by liquidator of  Walgre C Act, 1862 
25 & 26 Vict. c. 89), s. Poeieecger Mod Welby’s Contract, Re, 
CH.D. — +2; R. Bab Be |. 345 a aN I, 
2. ital— ower 
Win i i 1862.—Newton v. Anglo- 
* Capital Tedustion of capital mat ai cute 
3. ital— 
preference, second preference, avd ordinary shares—Preferential 
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rights as to capital as well as dividend—Total extinction of second 
preference and ordinary shares—Companies Act, 1867 (30 & 31 Vict. 
c. 131), s. 11—Companies Act, 1877 (40 & 41 Vict. c. 26), ss. 3, 4.— 
Floating Dock Co. of St. Thomas, Re, CH.D. CHITTY, J., 8.J. 284 ; 
W.R. 344 

4. Debenture—Practice—Action by debenture-holders—Declara- 
tion of charge.—Charlwood v. Leasehold Investment Co., CH.D. 
VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, J., §.J. 316 

5. Director—Contributory—Agreement to become member— 
Qualification of director—Winding up—Companies Act, 1862 (25 & 
26 Vict. c. 89), s. 23.—Issue Co., Re, Hutchinson’s case, CH.D. 
VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, J., W.R, 267 

6. Director—Misfeasance—Presents made to director out of 
moneys borrowed by company—Consent of shareholders—Private 
company—Companies (Winding-up) Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 
63), s. 10.—Newman & Co., Re, APP., §.J. 346 

7. Sale of business to ‘‘ private ’’ company—Principal and agent 
—Indemnity—lIssue of debentures—13 Eliz. c. 5, s. 2.—Broderip v. 
Salomon, CH.D. VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, J., §.J, 285 

8. Shares—Issue of paid-up shares—Registered contract—Con- 
sideration—Companies Act, 1867 (30 & 31 Vict. c. 131), s. 25.— 
Theatrical Trust, Re, CH.D. VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, J., §.J. 364 

9. Winding up—Costs of successful litigant—Priority—Order to 
pay out of assets of company—Realization—General costs of 
iquidation—Companies (Winding-up) Rules, 1890, r. 31.—London 
Metallurgical Co., Re, CH.D. VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, J., 8.J. 363 

10. Winding up—Debenture-holder’s action—Practice—Declara- 
tion of charge—Inquiries—Official receiver and _liquidator.— 
Marwick v. Thurlow, CH.D, VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, J., §.J, 381 

11. Winding up—Lease—Proof—Claim by lessor—Future and 
contingent liability under lease — Judicature Act, 1875, s. 10,— 
New Oriental Bank Corporation, Re (No. 2), CH.D. VAUGHAN 
WILLIAMS, J., 8.J. 347 

12. Winding up—Official receiver—First meetings of creditors 
and contributories—Outside liquidator—Companies (Winding-up) 
Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 63), s. 6.—Reynolds & Co., Re, OH.D. 
VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, J., 8.J. 263 

13. Winding up—Public examination—Oficial receiver—Further 
report of—Grounds for discharge of order for public examina- 
tion—Evidence explaining or contradicting report—Application to 
remove from file—Facts showing fraud—Companies (Winding-up) 
Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 63), s. 8, sub-sections (2), (3).— New 
Traveller Chambers, Re, CH.D. ROMER, J., 8.J. 247; W.R, 282 

14. Winding up—Rates—Liability for—Beneficial occupation of 
premises—Caretaker’s possession.—Blazer Fire Lighter, Re, OH.D. 
VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, J., W.R. 364 

15. Winding up—Scheme of arrangement—Transfer to new 
company—Creditor—Contingent liability—-Companies Act, 1862 
(25 & 26 Vict. c. 89), s. 158—Joint-Stock Companies Arrangement 
Act, 1870 (33 & 34 Vict. c. 104), s. 2.—Midland Coal and Iron Co., 
Re, app., W.R, 244 

16. Winding up—Supervision order—Debt incurred subsequently 
to voluntary wiading up—Compulsory order—Agreement with 
voluntary liquidator—Companies Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 89), 
as. 95, 133 (7), 145, 147, 161.— Bank of South Australia, Re, cH.D. 
VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, J., §,J. 264; W.R. 299; app., 8.J. 314; 
W.R. 359 

17. Winding up—Voluntary winding up—Distress for rent—Rent 
payable in advance—Proof— Companies Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 
89), ss. 85, 138, 163.—Shackell v. Chorlton, CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., 
W.R. 394 
See also Bankruptcy, 7; Contract, 2; Mortgage, 1; Tramway 


CONTRACT— 

1, Agreement by adult and infant to grant a lease—Repudiation 
—Specific performance against one or both—Interlocutory injunc- 
tion.— Lumley v. Ravenscroft, arr., §.J. 345 

2. Construction—‘ £1,000 worth” of shares—Covenant to pay 
£1,000 or to transfer £1,000 worth of shares in company to be 
formed by covenantor—-Company formed with preference and 
ordinary shares—Transfer of ordinary shares of no market value— 
we = enforce payment of £1,000.—McIlquham v. Taylor, APP., 

-R, 29 

See also Master and Servant, 4; Railway, 2; Will, 4 


COPYRIGHT— 
1, Infringement—Sporting paper — Selections of winners of horse 
races.—Chilton v. Progress Printing and Publishing Co., arr., §.J. 


2. International copyright—Breach out of the jurisdiction of 
copyright in a foreign country—Jurisdiction—Dramatico-musical 
w yright Act, 1833 (3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 15)—Berne Conven- 
- tion, articles 2, 9—International Copyright Act, 1886 (49 & 50 Vict. 
c. 33).—‘* Morocco Bound” Syndicate v. Harris, CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., 
W.R. 393 
3. International copyright — Registration—Foreign picture — 

















Country where “ first produced ’—International Copyright Act, 
1886 (49 & 50 Vict. c. 33), ss. 2 (3), 11.—Hanfstaengl v. American 
Tobacco Co., APP., W.R. 261 

4. Periodical—Coloured supplement not physically connected 
therewith—Registration under Literary Copyaght Act of 1842, but 
not under Fine Arts Copyright Act of 1862—Infringement—In- 
junction.—Comyns v. Hyde, CH.D. STIRLING, J., W.R. 266 

5. Pictures—Infringement — Sketches from living pictures— 
Publication in newspaper—Fine Arts Copyright Act, 1862 (25&26 ~ 
Vict. c. 68).—Han/fstaengl v. Newnes, CH.D. STIRLING, J., 8.J. 363 


CORPORATION— 
See Libel 1, 2 


COUNTY COURT— 

1. Jurisdiction—Stay of execution—Judgments for over £20 
—County Courts Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 43), ss. 105, 153,— 
Attenborough v. Henschel, Q.B.D., §.J. 286; W.R. 283 

2. Ship—Salvage—Practice—Affidavits of value—County Court 
ay 1892, ord. 39B, rr. 30, 31, 32.—Argo, T'he, P.D. & A.D., 

-R, 415 


COVENANT— 

Separation deed between man and woman not married—Covenant 
to pay during life or until molestation—Resumption of cohabita- 
tion—Validity of deed.—Abdy, Re, Rabbeth v. Donaldson, apr., §.J. 
283; W.R. 323 

See also Landlord and Tenant, 2, 5; Settlement, 1; Will, 8 


CRIMINAL LAW— 

i. Conspiracy—Form of commitment—Adequacy of description 
—‘* Abstain from working as a shoe finisher’—Conspiracy and 
Protection of Property Act, 1875, s.7.—Wilkins, Ex parte, Q.B.D., 

S.J. 398 

2. Demanding money with menaces—Threat of accusation of 
immoral conduct—24 & 25 Vict. c. 96, s. 44.—Reg. v. Tomlinson, 
c.C.R., §.J. 247 

3. Libel— Form of indictment—Averment of malice—6 & 7 Vict. 

c. 96, 8. 5.—Reg. v. Munslow, @.B.D., 8.J. 264 

4, Perjury —Materiality of evidence.—Jeg. v. Baker, 0.c.R., §.J. 

416 FE 
See also Gaming, 1 : 


DEED— 

Construction — General words — “ Other goods, chattels, and 
effects ’’—Doctrine of ejusdem generis.— Anderson v. Anderson, APP., 
W.R. 322 

See also Covenant 


DIVORCE— 

1. Collusion—Agreement to initiate and conduct suit—Absten- 
tion from defence—Matrimonial Causes Act, 1857 (20 & 21 Vict. c. 
85), s. 30—Matrimonial Causes Act, 1860 (23 & 24 Vict. c. 144), s. 
7.—Churchward v. Churchward, P.D. & A.D., W.R. 380 

2. Variation of settlement —Extinguishment of rights of children 
of subsequent marriage—Matrimonial Causes Act, 1859 (22 & 23 
Vict. c. 61), s. 5.—Meredyth v. Meredyth, P.D. & A.D., W.R, 304 


ECCLESIASTICAL COMMISSIONERS— 

Glebe—-Opening mine on glebe—Right to work mine on glebe— 
Waste—Right to sue in respect to waste on glebe—Land—Consent 
necessary to working mine—5 «& 6 Vict. c. 108, s. 20; 13 Eliz. c. 

10; 13 Eliz. c. 20; 14 Eliz. c. 11; 14 Ehz. c. 20.—LZcclesiastical 
Commissioners v. Wodehouse, CH.D. ROMER, J., W.R. 395 E 


ELECTION LAW— 

1. Parliament—Franchise—Registration—Borough vote—Occu- 
pancy by virtue of service—Part of a house—Separate dwelling— 
Cubicle—Representation of the People Act, 1867 (30 & 31 Vict.c. 7 
102), s. 3, sub-section 2—Representation of the People Act, 1884 
(48 Vict. c. 3), s. 3—Parliamentary and ig om Registration 
Act, 1878 (41 & 42 Vict. c. 26), s. 5.—Barnett v. Hickmott, Q.B.D., 
8.J. 266; W.R. 284 

2. Parliamentary franchise — Borough — Duplicate entries — 
Voter’s notice of selection—Form of notice—Validity — Appeal 
from decision of revising barrister—Parliamen Registration 
Act, 1843 (6 & 7 Vict. c. 18), ss. 17, 18, 39, 42—Parliamentary and 
Municipal Registration Act, 1878 (41 & 42 Vict. c. 26), s. 28, sub- 
section 14—Registration Act, 1885 (48 & 49 Vict. c. 15), 8. 5— 
Registration Order, 1889, Schedule 3, Form (P)—Local Govern- 
ment Act, 1894 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 73), 8. 44.—Reg. v. Liverpool 
Revising Barrister, 0.B.D., W.R. 220 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING ACT, 1882— 
See Injunction, 1 
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EVIDENCE— 

Admission in letter—Subsequent qualification in same letter— 

Presumption as to continuance of previous state of circumstances— 
Evidence to go to jury.— Brown v. Wren, @.B.D., W.R. 351 


FACTORY— 
Fencing of machinery—Machinery performing an industrial 
operation——Jurisdiction of ee ee and Workshop 
Acts, 1878-1891.—Redgrave v. Lloyd, @.B.D., 8.J. 382 


FISHERY— 
1. Licence to fish with a rod and line—Fishing with three rods 
and lines.—Combridge v. Harrison, @.B.D., §.J. 365 
2. Salmon fisheries—Salmon Fishing Act, 1865 (28 & 29 Vict. 
c. 65), s. 3—Fishery district—Definition of limits—Meaning of 
tributary.—Zvans v. Owen, 9.B.D., W.R, 237 


FRAUD— 
See Sale of Goods, 1-3 


FRIENDLY SOCIETY— 

1. Alteration of rules—Vested interests of members—Friendly 
Societies Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 60), s. 6.—Souter v. Davies, 
@.B.D., §.J. 264 

2. Trusts exhausted—Unexpended funds—Charity—Cy-prés— 
Resulting trust — Bona vacantia. — Cunnack v. Edwards, OH.D. 
CHITTY, J., S.J. 297; W.R. 325 


GAMING— 

1. Betting Act, 1853 (16 & 17 Vict. c. 119), ss. 1, 3—-Using a 
house for betting with persons ‘‘ resorting thereto ”—Bets made by 
letter or telegram—Summary Jurisdiction Acts—Practice—Elec- 
tion to be tried by jury—Indictment for offences not included in 
summons before justices—Indictable Offences Act, 1848 (11 & 12 
Vict. c. 42), s. 25—Summary Jurisdiction Acts, 1848 (11 & 12 Vict. 
c. 43) and 1879 (42 & 43 Vict. c. 49)—Vexatious Indictments Act, 
1859 (22 & 23 Vict. c. 17), s. 1—Criminal Law Amendment Act, 
1867 (30 & 31 Vict. c. 35), s. 1.—Reg. v. Brown, 0.0.R., W.R, 222 

2. Stakeholder—Revocation of authority to pay—Action by 
depositor—Gaming Act, 1892 (55 Vict. c. 9), s. 1.—O’Sullivan v. 
Thomas, .B.D., §.J. 266; W.R. 269 

3. Unlawful game—‘ Baccarat chemin de fer”—33 Hen. 8, 
c. 9, s. 11—17 & 18 Vict. c. 38, s. 4--Lessor and lessee—Breach 
of covenant.—Fairtlough v. Whitmore, CH.D, STIRLING, J., §.J. 332, 
349 


GLEBE— 


See Ecclesiastical Commissioners 


HIGHWAY— 

1. Driver leaving horse unattended whilst ‘‘ passing upon” 
highway—Horse a cart left standing—Penalty—Hi Ciiad det, 
1835 (56 & 6 Will. 4, c. 50), 8. 78.—Phythian v. Rate ale, Q.B.D., 
8.J. 397; W.R. 412 

2. Extraordinary traffic—‘ Person by whose order such traffic 
has been conducted”—Highways and Locomotives Amendment 
Act, 1878 (41 & 42 Vict. c. 77), s. 23.—Kent County Council v. 
Vidler, app., W.R. 273 

3. Local government—Right of local board to have old level of 
highway maintained—Obstruction by third party—Highways Act, 
1878 (41 & 42 Vict. c. 77), s. 27—Public Health Act, 1875 (38 & 
39 Vict. c. 55), 8. 149.—Attorney-General v. Conduit Colliery Co., 
Q.B.D., W.R. 366 

4. Repair—Extraordinary expenses—Surveyor’s  certificate— 
Highway and Locomotives Amendment Act, 1878 (41 & 42 Vict. c. 
ane 23.— Wirral Highway Board v. Newell, 9.B.D., §.J. 317; W.R. 

See also Local Government, 5 


HUSBAND and WIFE— 
See Married Woman, 3-5 


INFANT— 
See Contract, 1 


INJUNCTION— 

_l. Injunction or damages—Lord Cairns’ Act (21 & 22 Vict. c. 
27)—Nuisance—Right of reversioner to an injunction—Electric 
Vighting Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. o, 56), ss. 10, 17, 32.—Shelfer v. 
City of London Electric Lighting Ov., arp., W.R, 238 

2. Mandatory injunction — Lease — Breach of covenant — 


Sa of stairs.—Allport v. Security Co., CH.D. NORTH, J., 
"See also Contract, 1; ight, 1,4; Libel, 3; Master and 
Servant, 4; Partnocehig, 127 Name Rp 


e Name 





INLAND REVENUE— 
1, Account duty—Voluntary Cepetione eine settlement 


— Slee 6 ee ee ee 
—Customs and Inland Revenue Act, Vict. c. 12), s. 38, 


881 (44 

sub-sections (a), (c); Customs and Inland me Act, 1889 (52 
Vict. c. 7), 8. 11.—Attorney-General v. Jacobs-Smith, @.3.D., W.R. 
253 

2. Administration—Account duty—Will—Power of appointment 
—Successive appointments—Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 
1881 (44 & 45 Vict. c. 12), s. 38, sub-section 2 (c)—Costs.—Shaw 
Re, Tuckett v. Shaw, OH.D. NORTH, J., W.R. 315 

3. Income tax —Allowances — Public nee: Ba Building the 
property of any literary or scientific institution”—Income Tax 
Act, 1842 (5 & 6 Vict. c. 35), s. 61, r. 6 (Schedule A)—Public 
Libraries Act, 1892 (55 & 56 Vict. c. 53).—Manchester (Mayor of) v. 
7; Sheree ran he wal of lease—T deposit 

4, Income tax—Fines upon renewal o: ‘em: 
at interest in bank—Appli as productive capital -Eiseaptien: 
~-Income Tax Act, 1842 (5 & 6 Vict. c. 35), s. 60, Schedule A, No. 
II., r. 5.—Mostyn (Lord) v. Inland Revenue Commissioners, Q.B.D., 
W.R. 330 

5. Income tax—Profits and gains of business—English company 
owning railway abroad—Business carried on partly in England 
and partly abroad—Income Tax Act, 1842 (5 & 6 Vict. c. 35), s. 100 
—Income Tax Act, 1853 (16 & 17 Vict. c. 34), s. 2—Schedule D, 
cases 1 and 5.—Denver Hotel Co. v. Andrews, San Paulo Railway Co. 
v."Carter, APP., W.R. 339 

6. Stamp duty—Agreement in consideration of fixed quarterly 
payments—‘‘ Bond, covenant, or instrument being the only or 
principal or primary security ”’—‘ Lease or tack”—Stamp Act, 
1891 (54 & 55 Vict. c. 39), Schedule.—Sweetmeat Automatic Delivery 
Co. v. Inland Revenue Commissioners, Jones v. Inland Revenue Com- 
missioners, Q.B.D., W.R. 318 


INSURANCE— 

1. Life insurance—Fraud by t of assured—Misstatements by 
assured—Warranty.—Hambrough v. Mutual Life Insurance Co. of 
New York, app., §.J. 231 ai ate 

2. Marine i average— engines in 
getting ship off ground-—Coal consumed in working engines.— 
** Bona,” The, aPr., $8.3. 246; W.R. 290 


erie 2° Reco, A court of urisdiction 

1, A — gnizance—‘ A court of summary jurisdicti 
jae Jurisdiction Act, 1879 (42 & 43 Vict. c. 49), s, 31, 
sub-section 2.—Reg. v. Durham Justices, 2.B.D., §.J. 383 

2. Committal warrant—Civil debt—Wrongful arrest—Money 
paid to obtain release—Special 3 Eliz. c. 2, 6. 
4.—Norton v. Monckton, 2.B.D., §.J. 286; W.R. 350 

3. Disqualification—Bias—Merchant foe sg F ves 1854 (17 Vict. 
c. 104), s. 161—C against unquali pilot—Conviction— 
Qualified pilot a member of the court.—Reg. v. Huggins, Q.B.D., 


8.J. 234; W.R. 329 
4. Licensing law—Appeal—Costs—“ Party” to —Discre- 
tion of justices at quarter sessions—Mandamus—9 4, c. 61, 8. 


29—Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1879 (42 & 43 Vict. o. 49), ss. 31, 
32—Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1884 (47 & 48 Vict. c, 43), s. 6. 
—Reg. v. London Justices, Q.B.D., W.R, 287; app., 8.J. 234; W.R. 


387 

5. Practice—Appeal to quarter sessions—Statutory notice setting 
out the ponte’ Goalie cogs, Sek Se See ee the 
Dead Letter Office—Service J 


urisdiction Act, 1879 
(42 & 43 Vict. c. 49), s. 31, sub-sections 2, 7 Jurisdic- 
tion Act, 1884 (47 & 48 Vict. c. 43), ss. 4, 6.— Reg. v. Hesex Justices, 
Q.B.D., W.R. 378 
See also Poor Law, 1, 3 


LANDLORD and TENANT— 
1. Distress for rent—End of 


tenancy—Occupation under agree- 
Landlord’s right to Gettein on part for 


ment of part of 
rent due for whole—8 Anne, c. 14, ss. 6, 7.—Wilkinson v. Peel, 
arg Pi of lessor’ Quiet enjoyment— Implied 
2, ae i 8 term — _ 
covenant for.— Baynes v. Lloyd, 9.B.D.,8,J, 415 
3. Lease—Notice to qui' of ion.— Bury 
v. Thompson, app., §.J, 314; W.R, 338 
4. Lease—Sub-lease for a longer term— t by lessee— 


Reversion by pel.— Norris v. Craig, 0.B.D., 8.J, 398 

5. Nuisance—Covenant not to carry on any trade but that of a 
builder, and not to injure or annoy nei show—In- 
junction.—Churchill v, Pemberton, CH.D, STIRLING, J., 5.J, 332 

6. Yearly tenancy—Notice to quit on anni of commence- 
ment of term—Validity.—Sidebotham v Holland, arp., W.B, 228 

See also Company, 17; Gaming, 3 
LANDS CLAUSES ACT— 
See Railway, 4 
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See Company, 11; Landlord and 


Tenant, 2-4 


LETTER of CREDIT— 
See Banker 


LIBEL— 

1. Corporation — Liability — Privileged occasion — Excess of 
privilege—Malice.—Nevitl v. Fine Arts Insurance Co., Q.B.D., 8.J. 
316 

2. Slander—Imputation of misconduct in office—Office of honour 
—Words actionable without special damage—Amotion, power of— 
Municipal Corporations je 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 50).—Booth v. 
Arnold, APP., J. 314; W.B. 360 

3, Trade libel—Rival traders—Disparagement of another’s goods 
—Advertisement—Injunction.— White v. Mellin, H.L., W.R. 353 

See also Criminal Law, 3 


LICENSING LAW— 
1, Licence—Renewal—Beerhouse licensed since 1st of May, 1869, 
pulled down and, in rebuilding, house enlarged and material 
improvements made—Wine and Beerhouse Act, 1869 (32 & 33 Vict. 
c. 27), 8. 19.—Deer v. Wirrall Justices, Q.B.D., W.R. 286 
2. Refreshment houses in Wales—Refreshment house a = 
Sunday—Refreshment Houses, &c., Act, 1860 (23 Viet. c. “2 
Act, 1874 (37 & 38 Vict. c. 49), 8. i1—Sunday Closing 
(Wales) Act, 1881 (44 & 45. Vict. c. 61), s. 1.—Berni v. Thorney, 
a.B.D., W.R. 411 

3. Transfer—Successive new tenants applying—Application for 
a new licence—Appeal to quarter sessions—fes judicata—Man- 
damus.—Reg. v. West Riding York Justices, Hill, Ex parte, Q.B.D., 
S.J. 234 

See also Justices, 4 


LIMITATION, STATUTES of— 
See Mortgage, 2 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT— 

1. Bye-laws--New streets—Principal street.— Attorney-Generail 
v. Pudsey Local Board, cH.D. NORTH, J., §,J. 315 

2. Parish council—Election of _ councillors—Mode of 
questioning election—Mandamus—Election petition—Powers of 
county council with respect to disputed elections—Demand for a 

ll by 2 candidate who is not an elector—Local Government Act, 
1894 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 73), 8. 48, sub-sections, 3, 5, s. 80, sub-sec- 
tion 1, Schedule I., Part 1, r. 7, and Schedule I., Part 2, r. 1.— 
Reg. v. Mills, 9.8.D., 8.3. 383 

3. Police— County council—Borough police—Liability of county 
council to contribute—Additional constables introduced into a 
borough for an emergency—Local Government Act, 1888 (51 & 
52 Vict. c. 41), s. 24, sub-section 2 (/)—Police Act, 1890 (53 & 
54 Vict. c. 45, 8. 25.—Reg. v. West Riding of Yorkshire County 
Council, Q.B.D., §.J. 234; app., W.R. 386 

4. Street—Private street works—New street— Houses on one 
side only—Footpath on that side—Cost of footpath—Apportion- 
ment-—Private Street Works Act, 1892 (55 & 56 Vict. c. 57), ss. 6, 
10.—Great Clacton Local Board v. Young, Q.B.D., W.R. 219 

5. Vestry—-Highway—Costs—Notice by vestry to acquire land— 

gs under Michael Angelo Taylor’s Act (57 Geo. 3, c. 

xxix.), s. 82—Costs of landowner—Jurisdiction of clerk of the 


Contract, 1; Injunction, 2; 


to tax.—Reg. v. London Justices, Phelps, Ex parte, Q.B.D., 
J. 398 
See also Election Law, 2; Highway, 3; Public Health, 1, 2 
LUNACY— 


1, Exercise on behalf of a person lawfully detained as a lunatic 
of a power of appointing new trustees—Vesting of right to call for 
a transfer of roa gen f Act, 1890, ss. 116, 128, 129.—Short- 
ridge, Re, Lunacy, W.R. 25 

| Sestioe~Doenments’ filed upon a petition for an inquiry— 
‘anaes —Strachan, Re, Lunacy, W.R. 369 

3. Practice — Lunatic not so found— Maintenance in New 
Zealand.— Ogilvie, Re, Leigh v. Ogilvie, CH.D. NORTH, J., §.J. 315 

4. Practice—Percentage on clear annual income—Payment in 
Ireland—Remittance to England of sum for maintenance— Lunacy 
Regulation (Ireland) Act, 1871 (34 Vict. c. 22), s. 109—Rules in 
Lunacy, 1892, r. 126.—Grehan, Re, LUNACY, §.J. 362 


5. Settled land—Lunatic tenant for life—Costs of petition 


Bill in Parliament affecting the estate—Jurisdiction of 
Lords Justices in Lunacy to charge costs on corpus—Judicature Act, 
1873 (36 & 37 Vict. c. 66), s. 51.—Blake, Re, Lunacy, 8.J. 330 
MANDAMUS— 
See Justices, 4; Licensing Law, 3; Local Government, 2 
MARGARINE— 
See Adulteration 
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MARRIED WOMAN— 


1. Administration — Insolvent estate— Loan to husband for 
business purposes—Application of rules in bankruptcy—Costs of 
odesinietintion action—Married Women’s Property Act, 1882 (45 & 
46 Vict. c. 75), s. 3—Judicature Act, 1875 se & 39 Vict. c. 77), & 
10.—Leng, Re, Tarn v. Emmerson, aPp., 8.J. 329; W.R. 406 

2. Ban ptcy—Married woman on a trade separately 
from her husband—Married Women’s Property Act, 1882 (45 & % 
Map c. 75), 8. 1 (5).—Hdwardes, Re, Edwardes, Ex parte, BKcy., 

. 398 

3. Husband and wife—Desertion—Order for support by husband 
—Married Women’s (Maintenance in Case of Desertion) Act, 1886 
(49 & 50 Vict. c. 52), s. 1.—Jones v. Jones, Q.B.D., 8.J, 397 

4. Husband and wife—Gifts of jewels during marriage—Claim 
by husband—Paraphernalia—Married Women’s Property Act, 1882 
Pe 46 Vict. c. 75), s. 17.—- Tasker v. Tasker, P.D. & A.D., 

KR, 255 

5. Husband and wife—Separation agreement—Wife’s power to 
sue—Intervention of trustee—Adultery of wife—Public = 
Covenant against molestation and annoyance—Married Women’s 
Property Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 75), s. 1, sub-section 2.— 
Sweet v. Sweet, Q.B.D., W.R. 303 

6. Practice —Coste—Separate estate—Restraint on anticipation— 
“ Action or proceeding” instituted by married woman-—Counter- 
claim—Married Women’s Property PA 1893 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 63), 
8. 2 2.—Hood Barrs v. Cathcart, Q.B.D., §.J. 347 

. Practice—Restraint on anticipation—Existing action—Un- 
asiuae application—Costs—‘‘ Proceeding instituted ’’—Married 
Women’s Property Act, 1893 (56 & 57 Vict c. 63), 8. 2,— Hollington 
v. Dear, CH.D, CHITTY, J., §.J. 284 

8. Separate estate—Gift for life for separate use and after power 
of appointment by will, to her executors, administrators, and 
assigns—Married Women’s Property Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 
75).—Davenport, Re, Turner v. King, CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., W.R. 217 

9. Se te property—Restraint on anticipation—Costs of action 
—Married Women’s Property Act, 1893 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 63), s. 2 
—Godfrey, Re, Thorne-George v. Godfrey, APP., W.R. 244 

10. Will—Wills Act, 1837 (1 Vict. c. 26), s. 24—Married 
Women’s Property Act, 1893 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 63), s. 3.— Wylie, Re, 
Wylie v. Moffat, cH.D. ROMER, J., §.J. 396 

See also Settlement, 2 


MASTER and SERVANT— 


1. Apprentice—Breach of agreement.— Hodson v. Green, MARYLE- 
BONE COUNTY couRT, §.J. 399 

2. Breach of implied warranty—Damages—Remoteness—Negli- 
gence.—Mowbray v. Merryweather, Q.B.D., §.J. 384 

3. Cases of sudden emergency—-Liability for acts or defaults of 
volunteer—Agent of necessity—Where driver of hackney carriage 
must be licensed—Town Police Clauses Act, 1847 (10 & i Vict. c. 
89), ss. 60-62.—Gwilliam v. Twist, @.B.D., 8.J. 266; W.R. 400 

—Confidential relation—Parol variation of written 
seam sing information acquired during service—Canvassing 
Te “ima contract—-Injunction.—Zobb v. Green, Q.B.D., 
382 

5. Shop assistant--‘‘ Young person” employed in shop—Neglect 
of employer to exhibit aalioe? as to provisions of Act and number 
of working hours—Liability of me to penalties—Shop Hours 
Act, 1892 (55 & 56 Vict. c. 62), ss. 3, 4, 5.—Hammond v. Pulsford, 
Q.B.D., W.R, 236 

6. Trade union—Maliciously procuring dismissal from employ- 
ment—Maliciously inducing promise not to employ—TIntent to 
injure plaintiff—Actionable wrong.—Flood v. Jackson, app., §.J. 
396 


METROPOLIS— 


Te eee to repair—“ Premises within the same 
ee ”—_Me' mt Act, 1855 (18 & 19 Vict. c. 
120), s. 250. “hae v. St. Leonards, Shoreditch, arr., W.R. 342 


METROPOLITAN CARRIAGE— 


Defacement of driver’s licence—Jurisdiction of police magistrate 
—‘* Matter of complaint ’’—Evidence of loss and damage—Metro- 
politan Ca: Act (6 & 7 Vict. c. 86), ss. 8, 22.—WNorris v. 

2.0 WE 271 


Birch, hg B.D 
also Master and Servant, 3 


ihecdn 


1. Colliery—Receiver and manager—Validity of instrument—Seal 
of company—Quorum of directors not present—Notice.—Gloucester 
Bank v. Rudry, &c., Colliery Co,, CH.D. NORTH, J., §.J. 246; APP., 
8.J. 331 

2. Limitations, Statutes of—Possession by mortgagor—-Out- 
standing legal estate existing rey = of the statutory period 
—Exti ment of charge—-3 & 4 . 4, c. 27, 8. 34.—Kibble v. 
Fairthorne, CH.D. ROMER, J., W.R. apy 
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3. Mo: debt satisfied—No reconveyance—Mortgagees dead 
. —Uncertainty as to personal representative—Vesting order— 
Trustee Act, 1893, s. 29 (e)—Cook’s Trusts, Re, OH.D. NORTH, J., 
8.J. 331 
See also Company, 2 


MORTMAIN— 
See Charity, 3, 5 


NUISANCE— 
Artificial work—Water.—Prinsep v. Belgravia Eetate Co., CH.D. 
STIRLING, J., 8.J, 381 
See also Injunction, 1; Landlord and Tenant, 5; Public 
Health, 1 


Fi. Gonkelll goaperty of ht of ake 
1. ill property of one partner—Right o ers to m 
copies of pustaanee? wannen and addresses for use iration of 
org ig 2 a Bir seg | Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 
39), s. 24, sub-section 3.—7'rego v. Hunt, CH.D. STIRLING, J., 8.J. 

263; W.R. 263; apr., 8.J. 283; W.R. 371 
2. Judgment against one of several co-partners—Receiver of 
debtor’s interest in assets of co-partnership—Partnership Act, 
1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 39), s. 23.—Brown v. Hutchinson, app., 
8.J. 331 
See also Practice, 15 


PATENT— 

Action for infringement—-Dismissed with costs, plaintiff offering 
no evidence—Certificate that particulars of objections were reason- 
able and proper—Patents, Designs, and Trade-Marks Act, 1883, 
s. 29, sub-section 6.—Mandleberg v. Morley, CH.D. STIRLING, J., 
W.R. 266 


POOR LAW— 

1. Commencement of proceedings—Prosecution with ‘ due 
diligence””—Limitation of time for payment of debt—Justices— 
Quarter sessions—Taxation of costs out of sessio’ msent— Poor 
Law (Payment of Debts) Act, 1859 (22 & 23 Vict. c. 49), ss. 1, 4 
—12 & 13 Vict. c. 45, s. 8.—-Midland Railway Co. v. Edmonton 
Union, aPrp., W.R. 309 

2. Costs—Limitation of time—Judgment ordering guardians to 
pay costs—Taxation—‘‘ Debt, claim, or demand incurred or become 
due ”—Poor Law (Payment of Debts) Act, 1859 (22 & 23 Vict. c. 
> s. 1.— West Ham Guardians v. St. Mathew, Bethnal Green, aPP., 
8.J. 314 

3. Rating—Public-house —Case stated by sessions—Right to 
examine and cross-examine witnesses as to “‘ takings ’’—Practice. 
—Dodds v. South Shields Assessment Committee, Q.B.D., $.J. 253 

4. Settlement — Irremovability — Residence of wife — Divided 
Parishes and Poor Law Amendment Act, 1876 (39 & 40 Vict. c. 
61), s. 34.— West Ham Guardians v. Cardiff Union, Q.B.D., §.J. 384 


PRACTICE— 

1, Amendment—Jurisdiction—Order made on misrepresentation 
of facts—Right to rehear—R, 8. C., 1883, ord. 28, r. 11.—Preston 
Banking Co, v. Allsupp, arr., W.R, 231 

2. Appeal—Costs--Taxation — Order of judge in chambers — 
Divisional Court—Court of Ap upreme Court of Judicature 
(Procedure) Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. 16), s. 1 (1), (4), (5)— 
R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 55, r. 23.—Oddy, Re, app., W.R. 363 

3. Costs—Petition instead of originating summons—Judgment— 
Order for sale of debtor’s interest under 27 & 28 Vict. c. 112, s. 4— 
R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 70, r. 1; ord. 55, r. 9b.— Martin & Varlow, Re, 
CH.D. NORTH, J., W.R. 247 

4. Discovery — Interrogatories — Relevancy of. — Kennedy v. 
Dodson, arr., W.R. 259 

5. Discovery—Inspection of documents in the possession of a 
defendant as agent.—(Gowan v. Briggs, aPr., 8.J. 330 

6. Dismissal of action for want of prosecution—Order for new 
trial—Default in entering action for new trial.—Robarts v. French, 
App., §.J. 231; W.R. 258 

7. Interpleader—Sheriff—Goods seized under fi. fa.—Title of 
claimant admitted by execution creditor—Delivery of goods by 
sheriff to claimant—1 & 2 Will. 4, %c. 58, s. 6—Common Law 
Procedure Act, 1860—Ord. 57, r. 1 (b); rr. 16, 17.—Moore v. 
Hawkins, Q.B.D., W.R, 235 

8. Judgment—Interest in land incapable of being taken in 
execution—1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, ss. 11, 13; 27 & 28 Vict. c. 112.— 
Hood Barrs v. Cathcart, OH.D. NORTH, J., 8,J. 428 

9. Lancaster Chancery Court—Interlocutory order—Court of 
Appeal—Leave to a) to—Jurisdiction— of Lancaster 
Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 23), s. 4 (1)—Su Court of Judica- 


ture (Procedure) Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. 16), s. 1(1).—Dowson v. 
Drosopher, app., 8.3. 262 
10. Originating summons—Order made upon—Service of notice 





SALE of GOODS— 
1, Fraud of third person—Warehouseman—Attornment—Title to 





of order out of jurisdistion.—Oliffe, Re, Edwards v. Brown, APP., 


8.J. 362 

11, ies—Third. procedure-—Notice served one 
defendant on snothar-“Mode of objection Abe fh 
notice—Summons for 8. C., 1 ord. 16, rr. 52, 55. 


—Baxter v. France, aPv., 8.3, 262; W.R, 227 
12. Parties—Third- to give directions 

as to trial—Effect of — uestion of — Discretion 

—Ord. 16, rr. 52, 55.—Bazter v. France (No. 2), app., W.R. 341 

13. Receiver—Jurisdiction to appoint ex parte.—Minter v. Kent, 
&c., Land Society, arr., §.J, 230 . 

14. Summons at chambers—Power of judge to refer to court— 
Judicature Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. ~ s. 1, sub-section 4.— 
Hood Barrs v. sl oo am. Oe 282; W.R. 308 

15. Trial—Trial udge a jury—Partnership action— 
R. 8. C,, 1883, ord. 36, rr. 8, 6, 7.—Hhrmann v. Ehrmann, CH.D. 
STIRLING, J., 8.J. 346 : 

16. Undertaking given = action—Enforcement one action 
unnecessary.——~ Vv. ‘utson, OH.D. NORTH, Jey . 

17. Writ—Service—Defendant out of the jurisdiction—Irregu- 
larity.— Dickson v. Law, CH.D. NORTH, J., 8.J. 396 

18, Writ—Service out of ey Rar to set aside 
servive—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 12, r. 30—Judicature Act, 1894 (57 & 
58 Vict. c. 16), s. 1, sub-section 4.—Black v. Dawson, APP., 


8.J. 380 

19. Writ—Specially-indorsed writ—Application for j ent— 
Amendment of indorsement after summons taken out—R. 8. C., 
1883, ord. 3, r. 6; ord. 14, r, 1—Judge at chambers—‘ Matters of 
practice and procedure””—No power of reference—Judicature Act, 
1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. 16), s. 1 (4).—Roberts v. Plant, arr., W.R. 
306 


See also Company, 10, 11; Contract,2; Lunacy, 2-5; Mar- 
ried Woman, 1, 6, 7; Solicitor, 1, 4 


PRINCIPAL and SURETY— 

Guarantee—Provision for notice of withdrawal by guarantors 
or their respective representatives—Death of tor—Notice of 
death—-Liability of estate.—Sylvester, Re, Midland Railway Co. v. 
Sylvester, OH.D, ROMER, J., 8.J, 333 


PROBATE— 
Execution—Position of signature—Wills Amendment Act, 1852 
(15 & 16 Vict. c. 24), 6. 1.—Royle v. Harris, P.D. & A.D., W.R. 
352 


PUBLIC ee shee aa 

1. ‘Sewer ’—Pipe receiving drainage of two adjoining houses— 
Nuisance—Liability to repair—Pablic Health Act, 1875 (38 & 39 
Vict. c. 55), ss. 4, 15, Porgy, dl era of 1890 page 
authority—Public Health Acts t Act, 1890 (63 & 54 
ves 59), ss. 3, 19.—Self v. Hove Commissioners, Q.B.D., 8.5, 265; . 

300 

2. Street—New street—Construction of new street—Bye-laws— 
Public Health Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 55), s. 157.—St. George’s 
Local Board v. Ballard, avr., W.R. 409 

See also Highway, 3 


yo nlee Coal mines lying under railway—Purchase by 

1. Compensation— mines lying way— 
company of subjacent strata except coal—Railways Clauses Con- 
solidation Act, 1845 (8 & 9 Vict. c. 20), ss. 77-85.—Gerard’s and 
London and North-Western Railway Co.'s Arbitration, Re, aPP., 
W.R. 374 

2. Condition indorsed on excursion ticket—Bye-law—Passenger 
travelling on to a station beyond the terminal station named on 
ticket —Contract.—Great Northern Railway Co. v. Palmer, Q.B.D., 
8.J. 429; W.R. 316 

3. Railway Commissioners —Jurisdiction —Ouster of — Railwa: 
and Canal Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 25), ss. 9, 10—Rail- 
way and Canal Traffic Act, 1854 (17 & 18 Vict. c. eh 6.— 
Barry Railway Co. v. Taff Vale Railway Co., arP., W.R. 372 

4. Underground railway—Subsoil taken for tunnel—Right to 
a) her and use—Purchase—Lands Clauses Consolidation 
1845 ( & 9 Vict. c. 18).—Farmer v. Waterloo and City Railway Oo., 


CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., W.R. 363 


See Practice, 13; Tramway 


RES JUDICATA— 


Money under process of law—Right to recover—Summons 
damn. yment.— Moore .. hes Vestry, arP., W.R. 277 
See also Law, 3 

2 





8 


DIGEST. 


May li, 








goods—Conversion—Meastre of damages.—Henderson v. Williams 
ApP., W.R. 274 

2. Hire and purchase ment—Possession of goods by hirer— | 
Frandulent sale by hirer before property has passed—Conviction of | 
hirer for larceny as a bailee—Revesting of title in owner by such 
conviction—Sale of Goods Act, 1893 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 71), 8. 24.— 
Payne v. Wilson, 9.8.D., W.R. 250 

3. Memorandum in writing—Acceptance—Sale of Goods Act, | 
1893 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 71), s. 4, sub-sections 1, 3.— Abbott v, Wolsey, | 
Q.B.D., 8.J, 248; W.R. 270 


SCHOLARSHIP— 
See Charity, 1 


TRADE NAME— 
U; i trade-mark—Description of goods—Long exclusl 

user by plaintiff—Maker of similar goods—Right to use same n 

—Injunction.—Reddaway v. Banham, arr., W.R, 294 


TRADE UNION— 
See Master and Servant, 6 


TRAMWAY— 


Debenture-holder—Sale of the undertaking—Receiver é 
manager— Winding up—Power of sale—Tramways Act, 1870 (34 
35 Vict. c. 78), s. 44—Companies Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 89 
199.—Marshall v. South Staffordshire Tramways Co., APP., &§ 
414 ; 


1. Covenant to settle after-acquired property—Purchase out of | TRUSTEE— 


accumulations and proceeds of sale.—Pendy, Re, Wallis v. Bendy, 
CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., W.R. 345 

2. Post-nuptial—Separate property of wife settled by husband— 
Property of husband settled by him in exoneration of debt due to | 
wife—Purchaser in good faith and for valuable consideration— 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883, s. 47—Proviso for cesser of husband’s 
interest on bankruptcy—Validity—-Married Women’s Property Act, 
1882, s. 3.—Mackintosh v. Pogose, CH.D. STIRLING, J., W.R, 247 

3. Voluntary settlement—Class—Period for ascertaining class,— 
Knapp, Re, Knapp v. Vassall, CH.D. NORTH, J., W.R. 279 

‘Bee also Trustee 


SHERIFF— 
See Practice, 7 


SHIP— 
1, Charter-party—Demurrage—Lay days— Days.” 
The, APP., W.R. 290 
2. Charter-party—Excepted perils—‘‘ Strikes and lock-outs. of 
itmen ’’—Demurrage—Written clause.—Petersen v. Dunn, Q.B.D., 
R. 349 
3. Mortgage—Equitable charge—Priorities—Notice—Registra- 
tion—Debenture—Merchant Shipping Act, 1854 (17 & 18 Vict. c. 
104), ss. 43, 66, 67, 69—Merchant Shipping Act Amendment Act, 
1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 63) s. 3.—Blackyv. Williams, CH.D. VAUGHAN 
WILLIAMS, J., W.R. 346 
See also Admiralty, 1-3; County Court, 2; Justices, 3 


6 Katy,” 


SHOP— 


See Master and Servant, 5 


SOLICITOR— 


1, Affidavit used in chambers—Duty to file—R. 8S. C., 1883, ord. 
38, rr. 10, 15.—Taylor v. Gates, APP., 8.J, 318 

2. Attachment—Debtors Act, 1869.—<Solicitor, 
NorRTH, J., 8.J. 399 

3. Costs—Taxation—-Sales of property, the proceeds whereof 
were to be paid to trustees under a settlement—Agreement by the 
solicitors acting in such sales to allow to one of the trustees, who 
was a solicitor, agency-terms—Disallowance.—Andrew, Mellor, & 
Smith, Re, CH.D. STIRLING, J., §.J. 363 , 

4. Notice of change made without due authority—R. 8. C., 
1883, ord. 7, r. 3.—De Reuter v. Morris Process Co., OH.D. | 
STIRLING, J., 8.J. 399 | 


Re, CH.D. 


A, 


AMP— 
See Inland Revenue, 6 


Settlement—Transfer by settlor of investments not wi 
investment clause—Retention of same by trustees— Validity—-Coste, 
—Irwin, Re, Barton v. Irwin, OH.D. STIRLING, J., 8.J. 233 

See also Lunacy, 1; Mortgage, 3; Solicitor, 3; Vendor an 

Purchaser, 2 ! 


VENDOR and PURCHASER— 


1. Specific performance—Voluntary conveyance a link in title-— 
Rescission—13 Eliz. c. 5, s. 5; 27 Eliz. c. 4, s. 3.—Noyes ¥, 
Paterson, CH.D. ROMER, J., W.R. 377 : 

2. Title—Legal estate in copyholds devised to trustees—Limita-? 
tion of estate—Executory devise—Vendor and Purchaser Act, 
1874. — Townsend’s Contract, Re, CH.D. STIRLING, J., 8.J. 315% 
W.R. 392 

See also Company, 1 


WATERMEN’S ACT, 1859— 


Thames Conservancy—Lighterman’s apprentice—Vessel of over’ 
fifty tons burden—Navigation of same—‘‘One competent man on 
and one man in addition’’—Bye-law 16 of the Thames 
Conservancy—Watermen’s and Lightermen’s Amendment Act, 1859” 
(22 & 23 Vict. c. 133), ss. 54, 80—Bye-law 35 made under this Act, 
—Reg. v. Newton, Q.B.D., §.J, 383 


WILL— 


1. Construction—Annuity—Mode of payment—Amount to be 
set aside to ensure payment.—Leeds (Duchess of), Re, Mowbray ¥, 
Caermarthen, CH.D. STIRLING, J., §.J. 381 

2. Construction—Annuity charged on reversion and directed to | 
be paid half & year after testator’s decease.— Williams, Re, Williams 
v. ie, CH.D. STIRLING, J., 8.J. 285; W.R. 375 

3. nstruction—Restraint of marriage—Conditional gift— 
Gift over—Void gift.— Morley v. Rennoldson, app., §.J. 283 

4, Conversion—Contract for sale -Ademption.— Pyle, Re, Pyle v. 7 
Pyle, CH.D. STIRLING, J., 8.J, 346 4 
5. “ Forfeiture clause” or “ alternative limitation ’’—Restriction 
on alienation of reversion during prior life interest—Voluntary © 
petition for ory ati ps, Re, CH.D. NORTH, J., §.J. 331 

6. Lapse—Gift to A. and the children of B.— Persona designata— ~ 
Class.— Wallis, Re, Taylor v. Booth, CH.D. STIRLING, J., §.J. 247 ; 

7. Power — Perpetuity. — Birley, Re, Clarke v. Crozet, CH.D. © 
NORTH, J., §.J. 263 

8. Satisfaction—Covenant by testator to pay a certain sum three 
months after death—Legacy to covenantee of greater amount—No 
time fixed for payment.—Horlock, Re, Calham v. Smith, CH.D, 
STIRLING, J., §.J. 284; W.R, 410 

See also Charity, 4,5; Married Woman, 10; Probate 
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